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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This document is the first Office Action on the merits. This action is responsive 
to the following communications: The Non-Provisional Application, which was filed on 
December 2, 2003. 

2. Claims 1-24 have been examined, with claims 1 , 12, and 19 being the 
independent claims. 

3. The Specification is objected to. 

4. Claims 1-24 are rejected. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

5. An initialed and dated copy of applicant's IDS form 1449, which was filed on May 
14, 2004, is attached to this Office Action. 

The Specification 

6. Applicant is required to update the status (pending, allowed, etc.) of all parent 
priority applications in the first line of the specification. The status of all citations of U.S. 
filed applications in the specification should also be updated where appropriate. 

7. The description portion of this application contains a computer program listing 
consisting of more than three hundred (300) lines. In accordance with 37 CFR 1 .96(c), 
a computer program listing of more than three hundred lines must be submitted as a 
computer program listing appendix on compact disc conforming to the standards set 
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forth in 37 CFR 1.96(c)(2) and must be appropriately referenced in the specification 
(see 37 CFR 1.77(b)(5)). Accordingly, applicant is required to cancel the computer 
program listing appearing in the specification on pages 11-287, file a computer program 
listing appendix on compact disc in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .96(c) and insert an 
appropriate reference to the newly added computer program listing appendix on 
compact disc at the beginning of the specification. 

Claims Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

8. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being clearly anticipated by 
Altova Inc. & Altova GmbH, "XML Spy 4.0 Manual," copyright 1998-2001, September 
10, 2001, downloaded by the Examiner from: 

http://www.altova.com/download_archive.html and link, pages 18-286, [hereinafter "XML 
Spy"]. 



Regarding independent claim 1, XML Spy teaches: 

A computer-readable medium having computer-executable components, 
comprising: 
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a first component that is arranged to read a word-processor document 

stored as an XML file; 
(See, XML Spy, page 207, teaching importation of an XML document.) 

a second component that is arranged to use an XSD for interpreting the 

word-processor document, and 
(It is noted that "XSD" was known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention consistent with the following definition, which will the definition used in this 
Office Action: "Acronym for extensible Schema Definition. A prefix used by convention 
to indicate a W3C schema namespace." Microsoft Computer Dictionary, Microsoft 
Press, Fifth Edition, 2002. See, XML Spy, page 207, teaching that the XML document 
is interpreted by an XML schema.) 

a third component that is arranged to validate the word-processor 

document, wherein the validation selectively ignores mixed content within the 

word-processor document. 
(See, See, XML Spy, pages 176-19, teaching validation. See also, XML Spy. pages 
269-273, teaching the functions of changing fonts, including setting one font, on the 
schema, which inherently ignores the mixed content of character attributes. See also, 
XML Spy, page 187, teaching that complex types are de-selectable from the document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 2, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, wherein the word-processor 
document is a template file. 
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(See, XML Spy, page 125, teaching templates for use with XML documents.) 

Regarding dependent claim 3, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, wherein the mixed content 
comprises text that is not semantically included within an element. 
(See, XML Spy, page 187, teaching that annotations may be de-selected from a 
document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 4, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, wherein the mixed content 
comprises an image that is not semantically included within an element. 
(See, XML Spy, page 187, teaching that complex types are de-selectable from the 
document, which inherently includes an image expressed as a complex type.) 

Regarding dependent claim 5, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, further comprising a 
formatting component that is arranged to store the word-processor document as 
an XML file. 

(See, XML Spy, page 186, teaching a save function.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 6, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 5, wherein the formatting 

component is further arranged to selectively suppress mixed content within the 

word-processor document. 
(See, XML Spy. pages 269-273, teaching the functions of changing fonts, including 
setting one font, on the schema, which inherently ignores the mixed content of character 
attributes. See also, XML Spy, page 187, teaching that complex types are de- 
selectable from the document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 7, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, wherein the third component 
is further arranged to display errors encountered in validation. 
(See, XML Spy, pages 67-72, teaching display of validation errors and re-validation.) 



Regarding dependent claim 8, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, further comprising an editing 
component that is arranged to received user commands for changing the word- 
processing document. 

(See, XML Spy, teaching editing of XML and non-XML files.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 9, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, wherein the mixed content is 
selectively ignored in response to a user input. 
(See, XML Spy. pages 269-273, teaching the functions of changing fonts, including 
setting one font, on the schema, which inherently ignores the mixed content of character 
attributes. See also, XML Spy, page 187, teaching that complex types are de- 
selectable from the document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 10, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, wherein the mixed content is 
selectively ignored in response to environmental variables. 
(See, XML Spy, pages 271-273, teaching used of default fonts and coding depending 
on the originating document type.) 

Regarding dependent claim 11, XML Spy teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of Claim 1, wherein the mixed content is 
selectively ignored in response to a declaration in the word-processing 
document. 

(See, XML Spy, page 267, teaching that the text of a word-processing document may 
be set to XML-text for editing.) 
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Regarding independent claim 12, XML Spy teaches: 

A method for handling a word-processing document, comprising: 
determining whether mixed content within the word-processing document 
is to be ignored; and 

parsing and validating the word-processing document such that mixed 
content does not cause validation errors when the determination has been made 
that mixed content within the word-processing document is to be ignored. 
(Claim 12 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 1, and is 
rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 13, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 12, wherein the validating is performed in 
accordance with an XSD file. 
(Claim 13 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 1, and is 
rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 14, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 12, further comprising displaying the document 
according to the instructions contained within the XML file. 
(See, XML Spy, page 267, teaching that a document may be opened for editing, 
displayed, according to the XML instructions.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 15, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 12, further comprising storing the document as an 
XML file. 

(Claim 15 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 5, and is 
rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 16, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 15, wherein the storing the document further 
comprises suppressing mixed content when the determination has been made 
that mixed content within the word-processing document is to be ignored. 

(See, XML Spy, pages 186-187, teaching that the document to be save may be set by 

the user, including ignoring mixed content.) 

Regarding dependent claim 17, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 12, wherein the determination is made in response 
to a user command received in a dialog menu. 
(It is noted that the term "dialog menu" does not appear have a set definition. The 
"dialog menu 1000," identified as Figure 10 in the disclosure is consistent with the term 
"dialog box" which was well known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, and, accordingly, which will be read as the definition of a "dialog menu" in this 
Office Action. See, Microsoft Computer Dictionary, Microsoft Press, Fifth Edition, 2002, 
definition of "dialog box," as follows: "In a graphical user interface, a special window 
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displayed by the system or application to solicit a response from the user." See, XML 
Spy, pages 186-187, teaching that the document to be save may be set by the user, 
including ignoring mixed content. See, in particular, the graphical user interface taught 
on 187, which teaches the graphical user interface disclosed in Figure 10 of the 
application.) 

Regarding dependent claim 18, XML Spy teaches: 

The method of Claim 12, further comprising displaying errors due to 
encounter mixed content within the word-processing document when the 
determination has not been made that mixed content within the word-processing 
document is to be ignored. 

(See, XML Spy, pages 67-72, teaching display of validation errors and re-validation.) 

Regarding independent claim 19, XML Spy teaches: 

A system for creating, interpreting, and modifying a word-processor 
document stored ms a ML file, comprising: 
a ML file; 

a validation engine configured to validate the ML file, wherein the 
validation engine selectively validates mixed content; and 

a word processor configured to read a ML file created in accordance with 
an associated schema. 
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(Claim 19 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 1 , and is 
rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 20, XML Spy teaches: 

The system of Claim 19, wherein the validation engine selectively 
validates mixed content in response to user commands received through a 
system interface. 

(Claim 20 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claims 17 and 
18, and is rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 21 , XML Spy teaches: 

The system of Claim 19, wherein the word processor is further configured 
to output the document to a display. 
(See, XML Spy, pages 67-72, teaching display of validation errors and re-validation.) 

Regarding dependent claim 22, XML Spy teaches: 

The system of Claim 19, wherein mixed content within the document is 
selectively output to the display. 

(See, XML Spy, page 267, teaching that a document may be opened for editing, 
displayed, according to the XML instructions.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 23, XML Spy teaches: 

The system of Claim 21, wherein the word processor is further configured 
to save the validated ML file in a long term memory of the system. 
(Claim 23 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 5, and is 
rejected along the same rationale. The Examiner takes official notice that it was 
obvious and well known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that 
an XML or "ML" document may be stored to long term memory of a system, such as to 
a hard drive or to a central server for purposes of long or term retention and later 

« 

access.) 

Regarding dependent claim 24, XML Spy teaches: 

The system of Claim 21, wherein the validation engine is further 
configured to output validation errors to the display. 
(See, XML Spy, pages 67-72, teaching display of validation errors and re-validation.) 

It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP2123. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael K. Botts whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5533. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday Thru Friday 8:00-4:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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